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Dear Harold, 


project^ Pertains to your recent (3/19) comments re my JFK 

m ioc a ??f k °? fc !? 2 . mlsslle crisis matter. I had noted that but 
missed its significance. The measures which JFK took in *63 

P r ®^ent i n ^ aslon b y exiles are not described by either Sor 
* but d °ubtlessly they would have further embittered 
. f e suys against JFK. On the missiles, I've come across the~l 'f'litfkfY 
whole story now In a scanning of RFK's "13 days," which looks 1 ' ,< L-t 

sood. I get the Impression this ».s the dolnj if StaS! anfnotj 

thoucrh h T ls , becomln ® ®°re apparent to me now, 

hlstf™* lnhlblte ^ by my (now realized) terrible knowledge of 
istory, epp. current. I really have no Idea of the current 
status of NATO, much less its past. From Schles I get the 
Impression that In '63 DeGaulle was causing serious troubles 

^ecked U NATO. W ° Uld ^ d ° n ® Wlth Berlln SUrely would 

•*. ‘ . ' '*ir- * * '' . .'-r, 4 .*..■* ‘ •' _V~. * 1 

■ i A f f ° r J £ K ’ S 3 Peach at the Berlin wall, that has alwavs 
puzzled me. I just couldn't see such words coming from him at 
that time (although shortly afterwards a statement was Issued that 

indenp^n ? 068 t0 '' c ° nmunlsm " d * d not apply to the USSR but to 
Independent communist parties.) That the reaction terrified 

ninnlnfSf e M fn d Schles, though I would not call It the be- 
glnnlng of his education. Perhaps a turning point. I think the 

earlier. ” 1?ht better be oalle<1 the ginning. If not 

»p 0 ah« e ! lly ’ f think It Is beyond me to have understood that JFK's 

Not knowlnv n mnch° n £ y \ BUt f f?? What 7 ° U Say I,Ve learned much. 

r f ° Ur mllltai *y Presence In Europe (other than 

rh f to f lc ) 1 hesltAte to accept your assertion that It 

"Whv would n ie i«n? r r ent dom ® s ^ lc cban se. My first response was 
wny would we want to prevent domestic change?" If jfk were to 

^ssir^srs&ss- 1 ° ust aeree “ ith that 5* 

I have changed no formulation. When I said you crave me the 

fmnhaai^e^th 111 " sbr * ctest confidence," I meant that you had 
emphasized the need for silence on it more than on others. This 

does not mean that I'd be more Inclined to keep It secret than 
fj ™*' 1 “‘"ara, for I regard all as equally ooSfldeSJlS! «s“e 
originally formulated and as I Intend to maintain. 

. «,„ tool ?f ed ® r ® some MyT microfilm printouts. Sorry the print 

think theee”"^? best 1 oould d <>* There should be more, but I 
hlnk these will be of interest to you. 

Again, I can't tell you how much I appreciate your help on this. 

Best, 


.VJiV.V £•. 




